. WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF

Natural Resources DOUG SUTHERLAND

Commissioner of Public Lands

November 10, 2003

Dear interested party,

On behalf of the many foresters, biologists, scientists, economists and others at the state Department
of Natural Resources who have worked on this project, I am pleased to offer the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) for sustainable stewardship of state forest lands in Western Washington.

This (DEIS) is the product of more than two years of work and is the most comprehensive
examination of state forest stewardship in Western Washington ever completed. As part of that
examination DNR took several important steps.

First, we began with a comprehensive inventory of Washington’s state forests. Data was collected not
only on forest age, but also on habitat conditions and dozens of other factors critical to understanding
forest growth and ecosystem health. Critical to this were the efforts of the independent technical
advisory committee, who helped guide that spatial modeling process and provided important and
independent scientific and technical advice.

We also made use of the most recent technology to model forest stewardship. Using that new
inventory data, we simulated forest growth and management 200 years into the future, examining the
impact of various strategies across landscapes.

Finally, early results from the model were verified by DNR foresters in the field to help ensure the
accuracy of the projections.

During the next few months, the Board of Natural Resources will begin discussions on the six
alternatives in an effort to find the responsible balance of economic benefit, environmental protection
and social benefits, and to select a preferred alternative. Public participation is an important part of
that examination and we invite anyone who is interested to join us at one of the six public meetings
scheduled as part of this effort. A schedule of these meetings is on the “fact sheet” page of this
document. Comments also may be made in writing through December 19, 2003.

I want to thank DNR foresters, scientists, economists and others who have put so many hours into
this effort. Thanks also to the independent scientists from universities, industry and other agencies
that helped ensure the quality of the science you see here. Finally, I want to thank the members of the
public who have provided input throughout this process so far.

By balancing revenue for schools and other beneficiaries, healthy ecosystems, and benefits for all the
people of Washington, our state can continue to be a leader in sustainable forestry practices.

ly ity

Doug Sutherland

Commissioner of Public Lands
Chair, Board of Natural Resources

1111 WASHINGTON ST SE ® PO BOX 47000 ® OLYMPIA, WA 98504-7000
FAX: (360) 902-1775 ® TTY: (360) 902-1125 ® TEL: (360) 902-1000
Equal Opportunity / Affirmative Action Employer
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